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BRACEROS ARE NOT DRIVING DOWN DOMESTIC FARM WAGE RATES 


1. State Senate Fact Finding Committee on Labor and 
Welfare Report, Part 1, stated on page 152: 

"The composite hourly wage rate in California 
increased by 8.5 per cent since 1957...(and) 
California farmers still are offering jobs at 
composite hourly wage rates substantially 


above those most U.S. farmers are paying. 


(17.9 per cent higher in 1960)." 


2. Albert Tieburg, state director of the California 
Department of Employment, recently stated that wage rates in 
California have continued to rise since the Committee Report 


(above) was issued, 


3. Latest statistics (January 1963) show that California 
farmers are paying an average hourly composite wage of $1.33, 
compared with the national average of .9).8. California farmers 


also pay the highest monthly wages in the U.S. (Source: FARM 


LABOR, January 1963, Crop Reporting Board, SRS, USDA.) 
(EXHIBIT G) 


FACTORS WHICH LIMIT WHAT FARMERS CAN AFFORD TO PAY 


1. En Mexico farmhands are paid an average of about $1.20 per day 
with no housing, and often no food allowances. (Source: University of 


California, Department of Agricultural Economics, 1962) 


2. Mexico is increasing substantially its exports of farm prod- 
ucts into the United States that are directly competitive with many grown 


in California, Examples: 
1955. 1960 
Winter Tomatoes . . . 45,674,000 pounds 151,999,000 pounds 


Spring Tomatoes . . . 15,847,000 '" 64,765,000 " 
Strawberries. . .. . 10,030,000 31,388,000 


Spring Cantaloupes, . 3,831,000 14,052,000 


(Source: "U.S. Exports and Imports of Selected Agricultural Products," 


University of California, August 1962) 


3. California farmers must compete in distant markets with growers 
in other areas in the U.S. where (a) wage rates are less, and (b) freight 
costs are less. California grows 36 per cent of the nation's vegetables 
and 37 per cent of the nation's fruits and nuts. This means long hauls 


to distant markets. 


4. Farmers have been caught in a cost-price squeeze. (Exhibit A) 


5. The farmer's share of the food dollar has steadily declined, from 


over 50 cents in the 1940's to about 37 cents in the early 1960's.(Exhibit B) 


6. “Production expenses, which took about half of each dollar of gross 
income in 1947, now take over two-thirds of every dollar the farmer receives." 


(From Fact Book of U.S. Agriculture, March 1963, USDA) 


BRACEROS AS A PORTION OF THE TEMPORARY WORK FORCE 
lh Daca aN ee AR LE Rk lt INL DI th UE LN Ih 


|, Mexican braceros comprise less than 10 per cent of the total 


average annual work force in California. (Exhibit C) 


2. During the peak month of September 1962, braceros totaled Slightly 
over 70,000 out of a total hired work force of 258,000. By December the 
number of braceros had dropped to 13,400, and the total of al! hired domestic 


workers to 167,700. (Exhibit D) 


3. On January |, 1963, the U.S. Department of Agriculture estimated 


the number of seasonally hired workers on California farms as fol lows: 


TOTAL 97,600 
U.S. Citizens 86 , 300 
Local 70,080 


intrastate Migrants 11,270 
interstate Migrants 4,950 


Mexican Braceros 10, 100 


Other Foreign 200 


4. The average number of braceros hired on California farms has 
steadily declined, from 52,050 in 1957 to 31,990 in 1962. (Source: 


Report 881M #1, and California Weekly Farm Labor Report, DE 881) (Exhibit E) 


5. Measured in terms of man-years, employment of braceros on 
California farms dropped 35 per cent from 1959 through 1962. (Source: 


Annual Report, Region X, U.S. Department of Labor) 


TAL CALIFORNIA FARM WORK FORCE 


!. in §960 interstate migratory farm workers represented 2.3 per cent 
of total California farm employment. (Page 83, Senate Fact Finding 


Committee Report) 
tr 


In 1960 intrastate migratory farm workers represented 5 per cent 
ot total California employment. 2aqge BI, Senate Fact Finding Committee 
) g 


Report) 


3. "tn 1960 it was estimated that three out of every four temporary 
hired domestic workers, on @ monthly average, resided within daily commut~ 
ing distance of their work." (Page 75, Senate Fact Finding Committee 


Report) 


4, Through their associations, California farmers operate 20 farm 


worker referral offices to reduce migrarcy by organizing year ‘round employ~ 


ment. Workers are transferred from one crop activity to another in same e@ree. 


5. "Nomadic farm workers have almost disappeared from the Kern 
County farm labor scene, @ farm labor spokesman said todey." (From 


Bakersfield Californian, Feb. 1, 1963.) 


THE PERMANENT AGRICULTI 


1. Permanent agricultural 
30 per cent of the 
workers comprise another 


of Employment, Report 881M #1, 1963) 


2, California's permanent farm workers are the best 


treated in the nation -- a fact critics never mention. 


3. "Typically, the permanent hired worker (in California) receives 
yeer ‘round employment, satisfactory housing, adequate pay, paid vacations, 
and usually special and somewhat unique fringe benefits, such as free meat 


and milk, the use of a truck and gasoline, and land upon which he and his 


family can cultivate vegetables and fruit for their own use,"' (Page 75, 


Senate Fact Finding Committee Report.) 


DOMESTIC WORKERS PROTECTED UNDER PUBLIC LAW 78 


Public Law 78 and the U.S.- Mexico Migrant Labor Agreement govern 


the importation of Mexican farmhands (braceros) into the United States 


as supplementery labor. Here ere some major provisions: 


|. Farmers cannot hire braceros as long as domestic workers are 


available. 


Farmers shall not pay braceros less than domestics for similar 


3. Farmers must exhaust al! means of recruitment, on their own, 
and in addition to Department of Employment efforts, before the De- 


partment will certify use of braceros. 


4, Farmers hiring braceros must hire any domestics who later 


apply, even if it means replacing @ bracero. 


c 


(Source: U.S. Dept. of Labor pamphlet titled "Mexican Workers - 


For Employers of Contracted Mexican Workers in United States Agriculture") 


SUBSIDIES NOT PAID TO MAJOR BRACERO USERS 


1. Most braceros are used as supplementery workers in fruit and 


vegetable harvests in California. 


2. No government payments are paid to California growers of fruits 


and vegetables, 


3. California growers produce 36 per cent of the nation's vegetables 


and 37 per cent of the nation's fruit and nuts. 


4. California ranks No. | in the nation's agricultural production, 
yet it receives less in subsidies than any of the major farm states. 


Less than one per cent in 1962. (EXHIBIT F) 


5. Over 95 per cent of the more than 200 commercial crops grown in 


California are under no federal subsidy program, 


‘a H '2 fo ay ewer - Vv 
California farmers pay 


2. California products must sete in distant markets, with 


de 


products grown by farmers with much | r and freight costs. 


53. Farm wages have continued to imb in California despite 


the use of braceros. 


4, During peak harvest seasons, when braceros are used, 


available domestic worker is hired, Recruiting is conducted by 
3 


California Department of Employment, and by the farmers through their 


20 referra! offices located throughout The State. 


EXHIBIT A 


PRICES RECEIVED BY FARMERS 
AND PRICES PAID BY FARMERS 


1910-14 =100 


PRICES PAID 


*e eS Sey tel 


1910-14 = 100 


& PRICES RECEIVED 


1950 


Source: Economic Report No, l 
Office of the Director 
California Department of Agriculture 
Sacramento, California 
May, 1961 


FARMERS SHARE OF THE CONSUMERS DOLLAR 1949-1960 


Processing 
Handling 
= - Transportation 


Selling 
SS 


LIG THX 


q 


FARMER'S 
SHARE 


Derived from Farm to Retail Price Spreads, 

See principally Agricultural Statistics, 1959, p.470, 
Table 6, "The Farmer and The Consumer" = Economic 
Report No. I, Calif. Dept. of Agriculture, May 1961. 


EXHIBIT C 
TABLE IIt 


By Type of Worker 


AVERAGE NUMBER WORKING ON FARMS 1962 CHANGE 


1961 1962 FROM 1961 
TYPE OF WORKER % of Z, 


Workers Workers Workers 


1% 


2h 
Me 
22 
4% 
2h 
2% 
2h 
ic 


STATE TOTAL « « « «© « « « 


Farmers & unpaid family . 
Hired year-round. « « « « 
Hired temporary--Domestic 102, 500 
Local. «ee ee eee 77,000 oh 


Nonlocal ee @ @ 25, 500 8% - 


Intrastate. .. heen i eet 7m} {- 400) (- 
Interstate. .. . 8, 300) 8,100) 3%) (- 200) (- 
Contract Foreign Workers# 35,000 334300 10% - 1,700 - 


*Averages are based on #1961: Mexico 33,400; Japan 1,600. 
mid-month estimates. 1962: Mexico 32,000; Japan 1,300. 


ewe 


SOURCE: Report 881M #1, Revision of California Agricultural Employment Estimates. 


EXHIBIT D 


Agricultural Employment in California, by Type of Worker 
Mid-Month Estimates, 1950-1962 


Revision of January 1963 


- 
— 


Farmers Hired domestic workers’/ Foreigr 
Year and Totals/ and unpaid 


contract 
month family Year~ Ree t 
qovies a/ Total Pound emporary workers 


1962 January ccsceee 284,200 90,200 176,900 90, 100 86,800 17,100 
February cccece 277,300 91,900 168,100 92,100 76,000 17,300 
March cecscccece 264,900 92,800 154,800 92,800 62,000 17,300 
Aree’. be asena'e 276,800 93 ,300 161,400 92,900 71,500 19,100 
MS devecunases 345,900 96,200 209,600 96,600 113,000 40,100 
JUNE cecccsecve 368,000 96,900 227,200 98,500 128,700 43,900 
July cccesccees. 347,700 95,800 216,200 97,100 119,100 35,700 
August ceceseess 371,,000 97,900 236,700 97,600 139,100 39,100 
September sess 4.28 ,700 97 800 258 ,Q00 9 7,9.00 160 ,100 72,900 
October seccsee 373,900 95,300 215,700 95,700 120,000 62,900 
November eeccece 275,900 90,300 165,400 90,600 7h,,800 20,200 


December ..see. 269,400 88,300 167,700 89, 400 78,300 13,400 


a/ The above series replace all previously issued data for total 
employment, farmers and unpaid family workers, and hired domestic 
workers. These revisions were made in January 1963 after extensive 
field review of new benchmark information obtained from employer 
reports of employment covered by agricultural disability insurance 
and the Censuses of 1959 (agriculture) and 1960 (population). 
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EXHIBIT F 
FEBRUARY 1963 


Table 11.~Cash receipts from farmin 1961-62 
+ ? 7 


Farm marketi 


: 1,000 dol. 1,000 dol. 1,000 dol. 1. 606 ics 600 Tair 1,000 0 dol 


Ma irehed ad ra tbiscns sdacoescess 180,169 184, 684 230 
New Hampshire ..cescecscscece? 54,647 54,607 33 
Vereinu sc acerecaaaaseances ct 126, 523 ee ye 
Massachusetts sescescsccsesse? yong 55,680 
Rhode. Island’ sescoccsenvosveet 20,728 2 
RCommecticltwcsscscerarcecesen'’ 141,901 
NewitOrk --coeccceoowaaviecceees 862 ,28 
RGW QErkeV weccavccccesoanare’ 287, 567 
Pennsylvania sescsccevdccesiont 793,347 
North Atlantic Region ......., 2,618, 820 
Be ablawenisewaeaanest) Lon POIs » 042,99 50, 439 19 , 52t 1,105,798 1,102,512 
Lt LS ~ : *v REESE (Se 3 ats 1,282,164 nA 281,902. ated 
228 2.2.2.8.8 ee aero" ee eles Oe. 2 Fi OL. aides! (0.9 Bray Cg 2,266,491 a] »342,2 
Michizane ssceverscesencse ess 733,947 738, 814 37,176 3, 92: 771,125 784, 727 
Wiscnein csateedcscatecew camel LsLOrsaon [1 ' , 387 1,185,170 
East North Central Region ...' 69,112 5, 364, 463 313, 853 331, 582,965 6,695,589 


dun 
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ai 
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SFO OW MAAC 


teers seseeee sd 


Minnesote sssescesresassues. wa: 1,500,92 ASH : the OF ees 78, 90,499 2 88,630 1,582, 806 
Lows CRRA SREEREU SSeS SR ee See 2,581,841 62% > 

MIsSOUTL csccccccccccccccscees 1,128,751 »L32 4 F 

North Dakota wccccscscccescce’ 501, 628 5 Sis +4 5 72, 884 545,964 

South Dakotars cs vassscecnccset 663,194 i 3,343 707, 402 
NADrSSKAscscteccaasbancesests — LycOl,c00 i hotel: ) 8&, 5 1 364 1350, 360 1, ah 
Kausestcnecccarcttrescccstece’ | Leah2,0n0 »286, the 83,260 105,362. 1,425,290 1,392,611 
West North Central Region ...° 8,949,16 9,068, 510 564,77 6 M529 9,513,937 


DOLGWALC sce taanueecssuscees at 362 102,254 

Marclarides conececeevsese ee ces « 276, 36 283, 373 

WArdiniG@ msssiccae cic aninec onsale ; c 497,614 

West Virginia ..cccocsccsesee? 2 99 , 063 355 3,770 105,924 

North Carolina sescscscccsceet 6 1,116,028 39,467 1,154,612 

South Carolina .csesccecssece? 9,88 388, 882 7575 é 397, 642 410,091 
GeOrRiRiscisveececececkeenaact ) 757,014 26,92 33,65 197; 489 790; 672 
Flovida’ veuscesssevaccwnssesnt 857, 6h 836,997 866, 661 846, 923 
South Atlantic Region .......' 4,095,916 4,081,225 109,970 133,620 4,205,886 4,214,845 
Kentutky: css cssseccssceceace? 635,940 620, 549 31,692 35,123 667,632 655 ,672 
Tanneseee! cccscveceseesccceoet 5b4, 649 521,653 25,681 29,98 910,330 55146 535 
Rinbeiiet ey cj. sdea's vbek tae ca ooh 517, 566 537) 712 19, 540 2,6 937, 106 960 5 391 
Misatoslyyl. is sscscteasedevant 668, 363 696, 964 16,910 8,132 685,273 715,096 
ASKAUBRADS ccascnesecdenee te’ 769,959 717,660 15,644 ¢ 785,603 794, 150 
Leralain Nosicc sevekdexcade at 403,437 429,668 16,490 9,615 419,927 = Hg, 263 
ORION Seales usieaceesss ae ret 679,915 645, 737 36, 732 6, 35 716,647 702 , O87 
WOXEN Ges decwacacevcececeneec el HM Crootseto 2,423,129 133,870 148,461 = 2,530,315 2, 571, 590 


South Central Region ......2.5 6,616,274 6,653,072 296, 559 346, 83 6,912,833 6,999,904 


Seater viaiveehavaecveeent 365,294 428,246 m 26,199 382335 bs, Wks 
LORNO \etacecscdeesereavaneooces kok, 735 450,179 y 23,122 
WYCMADE ‘oacassicnecascheaveacd «2 2NBrOS 157,296 353 10,681 
COLGYGAG: sasacceceusneudaesee$ 647,012 52h , 796 3 : : 
RaW Mexico wavecemneacceeeec ye 2h0, 441 264, Ths 

ATIZOMA ceccecvecsccetcéecases 466,571 507,263 

Utah viatedcavess cietvescsucees 155,495 165, 545 

Nevada Soe een eoreeseeeeseneses 42,225 46, 397 

WABDINECON pccasisadecadecsaes® 566, 140 575,846 

Oregon Be ate eye ae no 91'S Aral 0 eel. ROS Sse ae 
California ..++e+sseeees senaet  32223,647 3,30 i: : Mee Se 


Western Region ..... wece, 6,693,689 6,959,795 50, 4h 198, 1 480 


United States Mikevelckiacets 35,242,975 35,749,027 :84,356 1,736,147 36,727,331 37,485,174 


(From: FARM INCOME SITUATION, Economic Research Service, U.S.0.A.) 


FARM LABOR, January 1963 _ EXHIBIT G Crop Reporting Board, SRS, USDA 
Farm Wage Rates, January 1, 1963 ai7/ 


Per month : : Com ; ndexes 0 
With :Without? — : With: Without?y;+, tWithout:PpoSsites composite 

poard : board :With s:poara: board : ma : rate : rates 
and : or house: or +: : per +:1910-14=100 
room ; room 3: ;room ¢; ¢ hour ; 2/ 
39,00 56.0 25 1.02 595 
44.00 aS 0.2( 1 3 3 714 
56 400 6 668 
50 


812 


Miche 
Wise 


: 198 
Dele > 170 
Md. 182 


Mountain _ 
Washe 


O 
5 : Of 3 ) 
Average rates paid on crop and livestock reporters’ farms or in their local 
arrangements specified above. U. S. aver and State composite rates include estimates 
for unpublished State rates of small importance. 
2/ Adjusted for seasonal variatione 


